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When ideologists of a class on its way out’of history run 
out of arguments in combating new revolutionary ideas, 
they resort to falsification. They distort and exaggerate 
revolutionary views with the object of making them loath. 
some for the masses and easily refutable by the reaction- 
aries. : 

In this respect contemporary foes of Marxism-Leninism 
are not in the least original. Stretching their imagination 
to falsify Marxism, they picture Communists as fanatical 
votaries of a cut-and-dried policy, confirmed proponents of 
bloody civil war and non-democratic dictatorship as the 
sole way of establishing a new social order. They resort 
to every lie in the book to keep the working people away 
from the revolutionary struggle for socialism. 

Without wasting words on futile polemics, let us examine 
the ways to socialism and the dictatorship of the proletariat 
on their own merits. 


1. DIVERSITY OF WAYS AND FORMS FOR’ THE 
TRANSITION TO SOCIALISM 


Recognizing the inevitability of the transition of all 
countries to socialism, Marx, Engels and Lenin never 
denied that each countrv would arrive at socialism in its own 
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way and in each case specific features of the revolutio- 
nary struggle display themselves. “All nations will arrive 
at socialism—this is inevitable,” Lenin wrote, “but not 
all will do so in exactly the same way, each will contrib- 
ute something of its own to some form of democracy, 
to some variety of the dictatorship of the proletariat, to the 
rate of socialist transformations in the various aspects of 
social life. There is nothing more primitive from the view- 
point of theory or more ridiculous from that of practice 
than to paint, ‘in the name of historical materialism’, this 
aspect of the future in a monotonous grey...” *) 

The question of the concrete forms of transition from 
capitalism to socialism by different countries has been 
elucidated in the jointly adopted documents of the Commu- 
nist and Workers’ Parties, in the Programme of the CPSU, 
in many documents of all Communist Parties. They empha- 
size that the historically necessary revolutionary transform- 
ation of capitalism into socialism can be effected in diverse 
forms, in different ways. “The forms and ways of develop- 
ment of the socialist revolution,” the 1960 Statement says, 
“will depend on the specific balance of the class forces in 
the country concerned, on the organization and maturity 
of the working class and its vanguard, on the extent of the 
resistance put up by the ruling classes.” **) 

But does this mean that in the diversity of ways and 
forms for the transition to socialism by different countries 
there is nothing general or stable? By no means. Some 
highly essential common features inevitably break their 
way through all forms and variations of the class struggle 
for socialism. These features enable the working people 
iri some countries to learn from the successes and reverses 
of their comrades in other countries. That is why, in order 
not to be diverted from a correct Marxist-Leninist stand it 
is necessary, in examining the transition from capitalism 
to socialism in one or another country, to clearly see both 
the general and the specific sides of this process. 

The main content of this development process is general 
for all countries which have taken the road to socialism. 
Marxism-Leninism acts on the principle that the transition 
from capitalism to socialism in whatever country it occurs 

*) Lenin, Against Revisionism, p. 323. 

**) Programme Documents of the Struggle for Peace, Democracy 
and Socialism, Gospolitizdat, 1964, p. 77, Russ. Ed. 
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and in whatever form it proceeds, in all cases remains 
a qualitative transformation, a leap from one social state 
to another, and is a very deep social revolution. 

What is particular for each country making this revolu- 
tionary transition is a certain combination of definite forms, 
methods and rates of qualitative transformation of different 
aspects of social life. In each country different methods of 
struggle are employed, the dictatorship of the proletariat 
is established in different ways, the forms of its organiza- 
tion and also the forms and methods of building socialism 
differ. 

It is this unity of the general and the particular that 
constitutes the definite transition of a country to socialism, 
it is this that represents ‘“‘the road to socialism in all its 
concreteness” (Lenin) for a given country. 

Hence, on the question of different countries’ advance 
to socialism, a struggle must be waged on two fronts: 
against the dogmatists who seek to carry over all the 
features of development in one country to other countries, 
to copy the ways and means of building socialism, and 
against the revisionists who, accentuating the specific fea- 
tures, deny the existence of general laws governing the 
transition from capitalism to socialism. 

Referring to the essence of this problem, we should note 
that the socialist revolution is an intricate and prolonged 
process in any country, a process embracing all spheres of 
social life, with a political and economic revolution as its 
basis. Political and economic transformations are inevitable 
during a socialist revolution which must not be regarded 
as an isolated action, but as an epoch of volcanic political 
and economic upheavals. Without touching on economic 
questions, let us examine the political changes brought 
about by a socialist revolution and how they are achieved. 

The essence of the political revolution of the proletariat 
is the qualitative change in the existing power. The question 
of state power is the fundamental issue of any revolution, 
including the socialist revolution. Wherever a_ socialist 
revolution, resulting from the revolutionary situation exist- 
ing in a given country, takes place, its basic political task 
is to establish the power of the working people, the dictator- 
ship of the proletariat. 

The dictatorship of the proletariat, state power of the 
proletariat, it should be stressed, can only be established 
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through persistent revolutionary struggle, only given a 
definite organization of the working people. Marxism- 
Leninism, however, by no means denies that each country 
will have both its own forms and ways of revolutionary 
struggle for power, and its own forms of organizing the 
people. Here everything depends on the concrete relation- 
ship between the class forces, the degree of organization 
of the working people and the exploited, and of their 
enemies. Consideration should also be given to traditions 
and people’s customs in individual countries. “Marx did not 
commit himself—or the future leaders of the socialist revo- 
lution—to matters of form, to methods and ways of bringing 
about the revolution; for he understood perfectly well that 
a vast number of problems would arise, that the whole 
| situation would change in the process of the revolution, 
that it would change often and considerably in the process 
of the revolution.” *) In any revolution a whole variety of 
diverse forms and methods of revolutionary struggle might 
be employed at once: parliamentary struggle, political 
strikes, peaceful and armed demonstrations, civil war, 
including armed uprising, and so on. Nevertheless, either 
military or peaceful means of struggle emerge as the main 
forms of developing the revolution. That is why we speak 
of the two principal forms of development of a revolution: 
either employment of armed coercion, through an armed 
uprising and civil war, or without armed coercion, in a 
peaceful way. 

In this connection it is a gross mistake to identify form 
and content: armed uprising or civil war as a form of the 
revolutionary process with the socialist revolution itself, 
that is, the qualitative change in the class nature of power 
and the entire state machine. Alternatively, it is also wrong 

to identify the concepts ‘‘non-forcible”, ‘“‘peaceful” and 
“parliamentary” ways to socialism. The revolution will be 
made only by relying on the power of the revolutionary 
forces, under direct or indirect pressure exerted by them on 
the exploiters, that is, inevitably including the employment 
of the element of force against exploiters. To deny this 
| means to forget Lenin’s maxim that the ruling classes will 
| not yield power voluntarily. But this force may not neces- 


*) Lenin, Sel. Works, Vol. 11, p. 707. 
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sarily assume the form of armed coercion (uprising or civil 
war) and the revolution may develop peacefully, although 
this peaceful road of development may by no means be the 
parliamentary way, and in turn, the parliamentary wayyy 
itself, may not prove to be peaceful at all stages. 

Let us illustrate this point with some examples of the 
development of the revolution through armed coercion, in 
a peaceful way and in a parliamentary way. 

a) Development of the socialist revolution through 
armed uprising, civil war. History shows that the proletariat 
and the Communist Parties who have never regarded armed 
coercion as the sole possible form for developing the revolu- 
tion, in certain periods of history had no other means of 
struggle for power. Indeed, in a situation where the bour- 
geoisie, depriving the warking_people of legal methods of 
winning power, offer armed resistance to revolutionary 
changes, the proletariat is compelled to employ armed, 
forcible methods of struggle to gain political power. 

This was how the revolution developed iri France in 1871 
and in Russia in 1917. But in each of these countries, there 
were distinctions connected both with the specific features 
of each country’s development and the fact that the very 
armed struggle of the proletariat for power can develop at 
different stages of the revolution (and in different forms), 
because the political task of the revolution is not only to 
overthrow the existing power, to break up its machine of 
coercion, but also to establish the new proletarian power 
and uphold it subsequently. 

Thus, in France the proletarian revolution developed 
after the democratic revolution of September 4, 1870, which 
had already armed the Parisians. The proletariat gained 
power with the support of the armed revolutionary masses 
but without bloodshed, or as Marx put it, as a result of the 
glorious working men’s revolution of March 18, 1871. This 
revolution, at first, recognized the Central Committee of the 
National Guard as its provisional government and later, 
as a result of the elections on March 26, 1871, created the 
Paris Commune as the first form of the dictatorship of the 
proletariat. Marx stressed that “from the 18th of March to 
the entrance of Versailles troops into Paris, the proletarian 
revolution remained so free from the acts of violence in 
which the revolutions, and still more the counter-revolutions, 
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of the ‘better classes’ abound, that no facts were left to its 
opponents to cry about...” *) 

In France, the counter-revolutionary bourgeoisie, relying 
on the support of the interventionists, themselves imposed 
a civil war on the proletariat and drowned in blood the 
revolutionary movement of the Paris Communards. 

In Ryssia, however, since the bourgeoisie had employed 
armed force against the proletariat, the proletariat could 
establish its power only through armed struggle. This was 
accomplished in October 1917 by an armed uprising which 
flared up in Petrograd and then swiftly swept the entire 
country. During the armed uprising the working class, in 
alliance with the poor peasants, overthrew the existing 
bourgeois rule, defeated the armed forces supporting it, 
smashed the reactionary state machine and _ established 
Soviet power as the organ of the dictatorship of the prole- 
tariat. The October Revolution was made relatively peace- 
fully, without much bloodshed, because by that time both 
at the Congress of Soviets and in many Soviets the majority 
had become revolutionary-minded. It is this that enabled 
the Soviets to seize power without much bloodshed. After 
the October Revolution, too, the Bolsheviks did not call 
for civil war or violence. Lenin from the very beginning 
outlined ways for Russia’s peaceful development. It was 
the united, internal and international counter-revolutionary 
forces that instigated civil war. It is a fact that in Russia 
a sanguinary civil war broke out after the establishment of 
the dictatorship of the proletariat, after the bourgeoisie, in 
alliance with the foreign interventionists, tried to regain 
power by force of arms. 

Summing up the conditions in which the bourgeoisie 
imposed armed forms of struggle on the proletariat, we may 
note, first, that the international situation was favourable 
for the bourgeoisie: in both cases a united international 
front of the capitalists undertook to crush the revolution, 
to export counter-revolution, while the influence exerted by 
the revolutionary forces on the international position of 
these countries remained relatively weak. Secondly, within 
each country the bourgeoisie had not only powerful material 
and military resources, but also enjoyed quite considerable 
(active or passive) support fram the backward sections 


*) Marx, Engels, Sel. Works, Vol. 1, p. 511. 


of the population, which reinforced their faith in the success 
of the armed struggle they were launching against the 
working class. 

All this should be taken into consideration since now, 
too, in countries where capitalism is strong and has a pow- 
erful military and police machine, serious resistance by 
the reactionary forces is inevitable, “the possibility of a 
non-peaceful transition to socialism should be borne in 
mind.” * 

b) Peaceful development of the socialist revolution. 
The founders of Marxism-Leninism, considering the ways 
in which the proletariat could gain power, pointed out that 
they must not necessarily represent armed violence. 
“...We have never asserted,’ Marx said, “that this aim 
should be sought everywhere by the same means. We know 
that it is necessary to take into consideration the institu- 
tions, customs and traditions of different countries; and we 
do not deny that there are countries Jike America and 
Britain..., in which the workers can achieve their aim by 
peaceful means. **) Lenin also emphasized that ‘“‘the 
working class, would of course, prefer to take power peace- 
fully’. ***) 

One condition for the proletariat to win power peace- 
fully is that the bourgeoisie should not be able to employ 
armed force against the working people. In such cases the 
proletariat resorts not to armed uprising, but to peaceful 
means of developing the revolution. It will be recalled that 
in Russia conditions for the peaceful development of the 
revolution emerged twice—in March-July 1917 and_ in 
September 1917. In both cases, however, these possibilities 
were not realized, because the bourgeoisie, by mustering 
their forces, and employing violence against the people, 
compelled the proletariat to change from peaceful to non- 
peaceful means of struggle. 

Speaking of the peaceful way of developing the revolu- 
tion, that is, a way which obviates means of the class 
struggle like civil war, we should bear in mind that the 
very process of establishing the dictatorship of the proleta- 
riat can be very specific in conformity with the concrete 


*) The Road to Communism, p. 486. 
**) Marx, Engels, Coll. Works, Vol. 18, p. 154, Russ. Ed. 
***) Lenin, Coll. Works, Vol. 4, p. 276. 


conditions in each country: it can be effected through the 
direct transfer of power from the bourgeoisie to the prole- 
tariat, through the conversion of People’s Democracy as the 
power of a number of classes into a state form of the 
dictatorship of the proletariat; lastly, in_a_parliamentary 
way through the gradual transformation of bourgeois 
democracy into socialist democracy. — 

Let us examine each of these Cases. Even before the 
October Revolution, Lenin wrote: “...It cannot be denied 
that in individual cases, as an exception, for example, in 
some small state, after a neighbouring large state has 
already made the social revolution, peaceful ceding of power 
by the bourgeoisie is possible if they become convinced 
that resistance is useless and prefer to save their heads.” *) 
This approximately is what happened in Hungary in 1919. 
The Hungarian bourgeoisie, deprived for a time of aid from 
international reaction and mortally frightened by the victory 
of the revolution in Russia and the swift growth of the 
revolutionary movement in Hungary, without a single shot 
being fired handed over power to workers’ representatives 
who on March 21, 1919, proclaimed the Hungarian Soviet 
_ Republic—a state of the dictatorship of the proletariat. Civil 
| war broke out only after the counter-revolutionaries and the 
‘imperialists had attacked the young Hungarian Soviet 
| Republic. 

Another variety of the peaceful development of the 
socialist revolution was the establishment of dictatorship 
of the proletariat in the European People’s Democracies 
(1945—1948). Employment of armed forces against the 
people was an extremely difficult and hopeless undertaking 
for the bourgeoisie in the countries of Central and South- 
Eastern Europe, since the socialist revolution developed 
there undér favourable international conditions created 
by the victory of the Soviet Union over fascism and under 
special internal conditions when most state power was 
already in the hands of the proletariat and other working 
people, when the most important organs of coercion, the 
machine of state security, militia and the army, were 
already guided by the people and were under the influence 
or direct control of the Communists. This brought about 
the peaceful development of the socialist revolution, without 
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armed uprisings atid civil war. Moreover, in this situation 
there became possible not only the peaceful development 
of the revolution, but also such specific features as the 
development of the revolution from “below” and from 
“above”, and also the wide use of parliamentary forms of 
struggle. 

Indeed, one of the salient features of the peaceful devel- 
opment of the socialist revolution in the People’s Demo- 
cracies was the extension of methods of people’s activities, 
namely, the working class pressure on the revolution from 
“below” was supplemented by pressure from “above” 
through energetic use of the proletariat’s participation in 
state power.To secure the victory of the socialist revolution 
the Communist Parties in the People’s Democracies placed 
their_main stake not_on parliamentary blocs and govern- 
mental_coalitions, but on stimulating the activity of the 
people from “below”. They offered them new revolutionary 
slogans, editcated them, rallied them for revolutionary. 
action, organized meetings, strikes, peaceful and armed 
demonstrations, and so on. In so doing the working class 
was making the revolution from “below. . Ts 
~ But the proletariat and the Communist Parties of these 
countries by no means neglected the chance of utilizing 
their participation in parliament, in the government and in 
local self-government bodies for developing the revolution. 
Workers’ participation in state administration by utilizing 
some old society bodies was due, on the one hand, to the 
fact that in these countries, liberated by the Soviet Union 
from fascism, at first a large number of people were still 
not sufficiently active politically, were not sufficiently organ- 
ized to devise new forms of social organization every- 
where. On the other hand, Marxism-Leninism abhors the 
anarchic contempt for revolutionary opportunities which 
come from workers’ participation in a revolutionary govern- 
ment. Making use of its foothold in the government, the 
working class Ted by the Communist Party impelled the 
working people to revolutionary struggle, took the most 
resolute measures for suppressing the counter-revolutionary 
forces and gave utmost support to the people’s actions— 
thereby.making the revolution from ‘‘above”. 

Another important distinction of the peaceful develop- 
ment of the socialist revolution in a number of People’s 
Democracies was the establishment of the dictatorship of 
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the proletariat through the wide employment of parliament- 
ary forms of struggle. When studying the ways in which 
the dictatorship of the proletariat was established in the 
European People’s Democracies, one should bear in mind 
that here the political task of the socialist revolution was 
, not to overthrow the existing democratic power and intro- 
duce a new, socialist power but, by increasing the role 
of the proletariat in running the state, to expose to the 
people the representatives of the bourgeoisie, the exploiters, 
and oust them from power. 

Since the struggle was waged by peaceful means, with’ 
the bourgeoisie retaining their franchise and parties with 
no small influence, the progressive development of the 
revolution was inevitably reflected in a sharp political, 
parliamentary struggle. The very process of establishing 
the dictatorship of the proletariat here was not the same 
as in Russia: it was based not on the direct “seizure” of 
power because the source of power was not directly a popu- 
lar initiative, but a law discussed and approved by parlia- 
ment under popular pressure. Between 1945 and 1947, the 
Communist Parties in the European People’s Democracies 
gradually exposed the bourgeoisie to the people, and, with 
the help of the people themselves who had lost confidence 
in the bourgeoisie, succeeded in ousting its representatives 
from state agencies. It was as a result of this sharp class 
struggle that the dictatorship of the proletariat was estab- 
lished in the form of a People’s Democracy in these countries 
from 1947 to 1948. 

Summing up the conditions necessary for the peaceful 
way of developing the revolution, it may be asserted that 
a prime condition for the peaceful winning of power by the 
working class is a combination of internal and external 

circumstances which, enabling the proletariat to wage 

a struggle for power by legal means, prevents the bourgeoisie 

from employing armed force against the people. There is 

no doubt that as socialism’s influence in the world balance 

of forces grows, peaceful means of struggle, the exception 
in the past, could become the rule, while the most acute 
forms of the class struggle (armed uprisings, civil war), 
could_becc a_less frequent necessity in view of the new 
peaceful prospects for international and internal develop- 
ment. 
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c) Development of the socialist revolution in the parlia- 
mentary way. The assertion that the parliamentary way to 
socialism is possible in certain countries is_one_of the chief 
new propositions of creative Marxism. The sources of this 
possibility are rooted in the qualitative changes which have 
occurred in the world and are associated with the rise of 
the world socialist system as the principal and new feature 
of our epoch. 


ism is possible only in a country with a developed political 
democracy. 

It is clear that such a legal, constitutional road was 
absolutely inconceivable 30 years ago. “...If we are able 
to speak of the possibilities of widely utilizing legal ways, 
including parliament, to make serious social changes, if we 
are now able to speak and do all this,” Palmiro Togliatti 
has pointed out, “it is because we have behind us 20 or 
30 years of struggle and gains which have transformed the 
face and pattern of the world. What we are doing today 
would have been impossible and wrong 30 years ago, would 
have been pure opportunism, as we called it at that time.” *) 

What are the possibilities for the parliamentary way to 
communism? 

We must differentiate the formal and real possibilities 
of this way. The formal possibility of a legal way to social- 
ism is contained within bourgeois democracy itself because 
“it signifies the formal recognition of the equality of all 
citizens, the equal right of all to determine the structure 
and administration. of the state’.**) Inasmuch as most 
people in any country are working people objectively inter- 
ested in socialism, there is always a formal possibility 
under a broad political democracy for a legal way to 
socialism. 

*) Palmiro Togliatti “New Conditions of Struggle for Peace and 
Transition to Socialism.” For a Lasting Peace, for a People’s Demo- 


cracy, March 23, 1956. 
**) Lenin, Sel. Works, Vol. 11, p. 209. 


3* 13 


But, abstracting ourselves from the other conditions, it 
Should be noted that the formal possibility becomes real 
only in the presence of the growth in political consciousness 
of the working people, only as they become aware of their 
objective position and their revolutionary tasks. Indeed, the 
real possibility of the legal, parliamentary way to socialism 
existing now is rooted in the new international and internal 
conditions of development of individual democratic countries 
resulting from the successes of the socialist forces. As early 
as 1946 in an interview given to the Times Maurice Thorez 
said: “If the road to socialism becomes easier, we shall be 
indebted for this to the Great October Revolution, to the 
heroism and selflessness of the Soviet Union’s working 
people who made the wheels of history turn faster.” *) 

The 20th and 22nd Congresses of the CPSU stressed the 
fundamental changes in the world, connected with the 
conversion of socialism into a world system, that are open- 
ing up new prospects to the proletariat, are making the 
forms of transition to socialism by various countries ever 
more diverse. Socialism is now becoming the decisive 
factor in mankind’s development. “The time has come,” 
says the Statement of the Communist and Workers’ Par- 
ties (1960), “when the socialist states, by forming a world 
system, become an international force exerting a powerful 
influence on world development. There are now real oppor- 
tunities for solving cardinal problems of modern times in 
a new way, in the interests of peace, democracy and 
socialism.” **) 

With the growth of socialism’s forces the possibilities 
for a peaceful transition from capitalism to socialism are 
increasing. This is because the new situation in the world, 
marked by the vigorous growth of the socialist forces and 
the weakening of capitalism, lays its imprint on all aspects 
of life in the capitalist countries, imparts a new significance 
to the old forms of political organization and changes 
the place and role of old forms of the class struggle. 

In criticizing bourgeois democracy ‘from the left”, 
account should be taken of the fact that the social founda- 


*) For a Lasting Peace, for a People’s Democracy, February 24, 
1956. ; 

**) Programme Documents of the Struggle for Peace, Democracy 
and Socialism, Gospolitizdat, 1964, pp. 53—54, Russ. Ed. 
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tion of bourgeois democracy has today essentially changed 
in a number of countries, and its role has altered. These 
changes are as follows. 

Democracy as a form of society’s political organization 
was created by the bourgeoisie as an instrument of its 
domination, as a means of struggle against feudalism and 
the political subordination of the working people. Today, 
however, democracy in several countries is defended by the 
working people against the onslaught of the bourgeoisie 
as a means of political education of the common people and 
as a condition for their organization. Today, democratic 
rights and political democracy in the capitalist countries 
exist only to the extent to which the people are able to 
defend them with their own forces and by their own actions. 
In other words, today this democracy, while remaining 
bourgeois, is increasingly becoming an object_of struggle 
between two tendencies of historical development—the 
struggle between the imperialist bourgeeisie who have 
turned from democracy to coercion and reaction, and the 
common people, the proletariat, rising to democracy and 
socialism. 

It is this “relative independence” of democracy, in rela- 
tion to the bourgeoisie, as a form of society’s political organ- 
ization that makes it possible to severe it from the bour- 
geoisie, giving it new meaning and converting it into its 
opposite, into people’s democracy. It is this that makes it 
possible to utilize the peaceful parliamentary way for the 
transition to socialism. 

The Programme of the CPSU notes that in present-day 
conditions in a number of capitalist countries the working 
class can win state power without civil war. “The working 
class supported by the majority of the people and firmly 
repelling opportunist elements incapable of renouncing the 
policy of compromise with the capitalists and landlords can 
defeat the reactionary, antipopular forces, win a_ solid 
majority in parliament, transform it from a tool serving the 
class interests of the bourgeoisie into an instrument serving 
the working people, launch a broad mass struggle outside 
parliament, smash the resistance of the reactionary forces 
and provide the necessary conditions for a peaceful social- 
ist revolution.” *) In such a case, parliament, the traditional 


*) The Road to Communism, p. 485. 
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political institution in many highly developed capitalist 
countries, can become an organ of genuine democracy for 
the working people. 

It is at this stage of its development that democracy 
unites the proletariat and all working people to such an 
extent as to enable them, by utilizing legal means, gradually 
to reconstruct the bourgeois state machine, the regular army, 
police and officialdom, replacing them by a more democratic 
state machine. “Here,” Lenin wrote, ‘‘quantity is trans- 
formed into quality’. Such a degree of democracy implies 
overstepping the boundaries of bourgeois society, the be- 
ginning of its socialist reconstruction. If, indeed, all take 
part in the administration of the state, capitalsm cannot 
retain its hold.” *) 

How can the possibility of a parliamentary, legal devel- 
opment towards socialism be translated into reality? 

The first need is to increase the influence of the Com- 
munist Parties in democratic states, to develop a broad 
revolutionary, socialist movement in them. “Our main 
thesis,” Togliatti said, ‘must be that the use of parlia- 
ment to pursue a policy of positive social reforms is possi- 
ble, provided there exists a powerful working class and 
socialist movement headed by big parties which_have_before 
them a clear-cut _prospect and programme of advancing 
to socialism. If this requisite is absent, how is parliament 
to be utilized then? It is necessary to be able to create this 
requisite...” **) 

Another need is to acquire such a correlation of the class 
forces, such a level of their struggle which, reflecting on 
parliament.and the entire state, makes itrelatively independ- 
ent. creates the possibility of gradually changing its class 
nature. 

While emphasizing the class nature of the state, Engels 
and Lenin wrote that as an exception there are, however, 
periods when contending classes attain such a balance of 
force that state power for a time receives certain independ- 
ence in regard to both classes, as a seeming mediator _ 
between them. It is through such governments, and even 
more so through Popular Front governments, that ways 


*) Lenin, Sel. Works, Vol. 11, p. 209. 

**) P. Togliatti, “New Conditions of Struggle for Peace and 
Transition to Socialism”, For a Lasting Peace, for a People’s Demo- 
cracy, March 23, 1956. 
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are opened for the development_of democracy. As far back 


as 1936, when the Popular Front scored its first successes 
in France, the Communist Party explained to the working 
class and the people that democracy, having plaved a nec- 
essary and progressive role throughout the 19th century, 
had not exhausted its possibilities and in this respect the 
Popular Front represented new progress. 

Such gradual progress presupposes agreements, contacts 
and co-operation among different social forces and parties, 
presupposes the possibility of support or direct participation 
by Communists not only in parliament but in the govern- 
ment as well. Conducting extensive explanatory work among 
the people (“from below”), acting within the framework of 
the constitution and striving for gradual progress in society 
through parliament and government (“from above’), the 


-revolutionary forces are able, as they win seats in parlia- 


ment, to amend the constitution and thereby extend the 
legal foundation of their revolutionary activity. 

But it is highly probable that the bourgeoisie, realizing 
what parliamentary development leads to in certain condi- 
tions, will bend every effort, up to armed suppression, to 
prevent the trend towards socialism. In such conditions, 


In conditions where only an armed uprising, the forcible 
overthrow of the existing power, can be the chief form of 
developing the revolution, renunciation of an armed upris- 
ing and insistence on parliamentary forms of struggle, on 
peaceful means of winning power, implies in effect renun- 
ciation of the revolution, renunciation of the struggle for 
its triumph, it signifies reformism, opportunism. Insistence 
on armed methods of struggle in such conditions has been, 
and remains revolutionary Marxism-Leninism. 

On the other hand, in a qualitatively new situation, 
when in a number of countries conditions have matured, or 
are maturing, and possibilities appear for utilizing peaceful 
forms of developing the revolution, for the parliamentary 
way to power for the working class, insistence solely on 
armed methods of struggle for power in effect implies 
renunciation of the revolution, renunciation of the real 
means of achieving its triumph, signifies sectarianism, 
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that is, also opportunism, while the use of peaceful, parlia- 
mentary methods of struggle in these conditions is revolu- 
tionary. Marxism-Leninism, 

These are the main ways and forms of the proletariat’s 
revolutionary struggle for state power. As we see, this 
proletarian power can be established through armed upris- 
ing as a dictatorship, that is, as a power which grows out 
of a sanguinary civil war and rests directly on armed 
coercion by the people. It can arise in a peaceful way as 
a non-constitutional political power which grows out of the 
popular revolutionary movement and rests not on law 
approved by parliament but on the direct popular revolution- 


cussed and approved by parliament under the pressure of 
the revolutionary people. But in whatever way this power 
is created, it will in all cases represent the state power of 
the proletariat, resting on the revolutionary movement of 
the working people, its political guidance of society with 
the object of building socialism. 

All this enables us to speak more precisely about what 
the dictatorship of the proletariat actually implies. Dictator- 


\ship_of_the proletariat understood to mean_power resting 


directly on armed coercion is by no means obligatory for 
all countries. Dictatorship of the proletariat understood to 
mean political guidance of society by the proletariat and 
its vanguard for the purpose of building socialism is obliga- 
tory for all countries building socialism. ss 


2. DICTATORSHIP OF THE PROLETARIAT AS A 
CONDITION FOR THE TRANSITION FROM CAPITAL- 
ISM TO SOCIALISM 


The ideologists of the bourgeoisie have been fighting 
the idea of the dictatorship of the proletariat for many 
years, falsifying and distorting its real meaning and pur- 
pose. The logic of the class struggle has its own laws: when 
the future society only looms in the distance, history still 
gives the moribund class and its ideologists the right to 
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delusion. But when this new society becomes a reality, 
former delusions give way to deliberate falsification. The 
“more life has confirmed the correctness of the Marxist- 
Leninist teaching on the dictatorship of the proletariat, the 
more fierce and refined have been the attacks on it by the 
enemies of socialism. Today, when the epochal role of the 
dictatorship of the pro!etariat in emancipating the oppressed 
peoples stands out so vividly, when it has become an inter- 
national force which increasingly directs the course of 
world events in the interests of the working people, the 
enemies of Marxism heap every slander on dictatorship of 
the proletariat and try to conceal from the people its great 
historic mission. Falsifying new conclusions of the creative 
Marxism the ideological henchmen of imperialism now also 
claim that Communists are renouncing the idea of the 


dictatorship ol the proletariat. 
But Marxists have not renounced, and are not renounc- 


ing, the need for this dictatorship; it has been and remains 
the decisive means for the social regeneration of the world. 
It is sufficient to look around to become convinced of the 
truth of these words. No doubt the world would have been 
entirely different if the revolutionary activity of the working 
class and its Marxist-Leninist Parties had not introduced 
such essential changes, if the dictatorship of the proleta- 
riat, established in a number of countries, had not trans- 
formed life so greatly over great areas of the world. 

The main thing in the Marxist theory of the proletarian 
revolution is the ascertainment of the epoch-making mission 
of the working class_as the architect and organizer of the 
new, communist society, This great mission can be dis- 
charged only by the working class because it alone, by its 
very nature, brings the new communist mode of production. 
It alone, being connected with the most advanced forms of 
production, organized and united by the very process of 


production, uires_the power and ‘organization which 
make it t er_o! the Te in the radical remaking 
of social life. “The working class, which is the most con- 


sistent revolutionary class, is the chief motive force of the 
revolutionary transformation of the world,” it is pointed 
out in the Programme of the CPSU. “In the course of class 
battles it becomes organized, sets up its trade unions and 
political parties, and wages an economic, political and 
theoretical struggle against capitalism.” 
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The working class can discharge its epoch-making mis- 


sion only by establishing its power, by establishing its 
dictatorship. * cies? 


What is the essence of the dictatorship of the proleta- 
riat? What are cist forme-and ways ol-develepment? 
For a proper understanding of the historic purpose of 
the power of the proletariat we must be clear on the point 
that the historic mission of the working class and the 
historic role of the dictatorship of the proletariat are not 
one and the same thing. 

The point is that the proletariat discharges its mission, 
that of leading society to communism, at different stages 
in unequal social conditions: one situation marks the be- 
ginning of this road, when the forces of the socialist rev- 
olution are only being gathered in capitalist society; another 
situation arises during the transition from capitalism to 
socialism, that is, in the period of the radical break-up of the 
mainstays of the old, exploiting society. The development 
of socialism into communism proceeds in entirely different 
conditions. Naturally, the working class must take into 
account the changes in the conditions and the immediate 
tasks, must reply to these changes by devising different 
forms of its organization and its constructive activity. 

During the transition from capitalism to socialism the 
task of the working class is to ensure the revolutionary 
transformation of the exploiting society into a socialist 
society, to abolish private ownership of the means of pro- 
duction, to abolish the exploitation of man by man. This 
lofty task, which is a major part of the workers’ epoch- 
making mission in creating communist society, can be car- 
ried out only when bearing in mind that at this stage all 
the forces of the old world—the bourgeoisie and their nu- 
merous henchmen, petty-bourgeois traditions and habits, 
routine and conservatism—inevitably resist and hamper the 
huilding of socialism. 

In these conditions, naturally, life itself demands that 
fhe working class organize the political guidance of society 


in a way which will crush the resistance o and 
tradi old world, ensure the determined imple- 


mentation of the will of the working class seeking to 
remake society along socialist lines. In such a situation, the 


leading role of the proletariat in_society inevitably assumes 
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the character of its domination, its dictatorship over all 
forces resisting socialist transformations. In other words, 
at this stage society can advance to communism only 
through the dictatorship of the proletariat, because the re- 
sistance of the old world cannot be broken and the building 
of a new life cannot be organized by anyone else and_in 
any other way. 

It is the historical task of the dictatorship of the prole- 
tariat to engage not simply in construction but in the revo- 
lutionary transformation of society along socialist lines, 
to ensure the complete victory of the working class in the 
course of the decisive class struggle, to break the resistance 
of the exploiters, the bourgeoisie, and to win all working 
people, primarily the peasants over to socialism. For this 
reason, the establishment of the dictatorship of the proleta- 
[iaiels a general law for_all countries taking the socialist 
road. 

What social conditions make the dictatorship of the 
proletariat necessary? 


a) The existence in society of exploiting classes which 
seek to restore capitalism is the most important factor. 
Resistance of the exploiters makes their forcible suppression 
and dictatorship over them inevitable. “The necessary 
earmark, the essential condition of dictatorship,” Lenin 
wrote, “is the forcible suppression of the exploiters as a 
class.” *) 


History shows that the exploiters have never voluntarily 
ceded power. Of course, the forms of their resistance and, 
correspondingly, the methods of its suppression differ, 
according to the organization and strength of the dominat- 
ing class, the degree of resistance offered by the exploiters 
and also the stand of the middle sections. In the Soviet 
Union, the first, and at that fime the only country, which 
took the socialist road, a situation arose during the period 
of building socialism which compelled it to employ the 
dictatorship in a relatively firm and determined way. It is 
effected in a much milder form in the People’s Democracies 
which are developing in different conditions and are suppor- 
ted by the entire world socialist system. There are grounds 
for assuming that as the relation of world forces further 


*) Lenin, Sel. Works, Vol. 11, p. 380. 
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changes in favour of socialism, the resistance of exploiters 
will correspondingly become weaker and the forms of dicta- 
torship will gradually grow milder. But in all cases the 
exploiters have offered, and will offer, active or passive 
resistance to socialist transformations and that is why 
forcible suppression of their resistance everywhere is in- 
evitable, just as their voluntary renunciation of their power 
is practically impossible. cease: 
Speculating on this objective circumstance, contemporary 
enemies of Marxism particularly delight in Ji f 
dictatorship of the proletariat with violence. They disregar 
the fact that this dictatorship brings an unparallelled 
expansion of democracy for the working people, democracy 
which is actual and not formal, democracy signifying real 
government of, for and by the people. The ideological foes 
deliberately say nothing about the fact that although the 
power of the proletariat is connected with coercion, this is 
done not because of someone’s evil will but by virtue” of 
historical necessity. The working people are compelled’ to 
this by the exploiters themselves who try to keep them® in 
bondage by force. In these conditions, if the working people 
win and uphold their freedom and rights in a forcible wav, 
history justifies them because this is suppression against 
the suppressors, aimed at building a society in which no 
force at all will be employed in relations between people. 
The working class takes political power to accelerate 
the historical process and deeply abhors the use of the 
instruments of power for selfish ends. The workers resort 
to violence as the midwives of history, to an inherited 
means of struggle against the forces of the old world. 
That is why the dictatorship of the proletariat itselfis an 
instrument for suppressing the resistance of the exploiters, 
an instrument of struggle against attempts to-restore 
eo lism. eee os 
) The period of dictatorship of the proletariat is. deter- 
mined not only by the existence Of the exploiters but also 
of non-proletarian workers. It is a fact that all working 


people, except the proletariat, the petty bourgeoisie and the’ 


peasants, are associated with the non-socialist type of _pro- 
duction, with private property. Since the working class is 
the only bearer of the socialist type of production at this 
stage, it, exercising its will and reorganizing production 


along socialist lines, in a certain sense “must dominate 
I Ts Sac SR 
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over_all other classes”. *) It has to make its socialist mode 
“ol production universal. But this domination of the working 
class expresses not only its own interests but also those 
of the entire working people. It is here that we find reasons 
for the fickatorsiip of the worng class to rest_on_a very 
broad cfass basis, gn an alliance between the workers and 
‘peasants. The Workers, peasants, all working people, the 
“majority of.the population act in a united front against the 


exploiting minority, against the bourgeoisie. That is why the 
iil sition_of the working class is different with regard 


e enemy, the exploiters, and to the allies, the working 
e.-the proletariat a alone can rule,” Lenin wrote. “But 
is applied in one way to the small peasant, in another 
way. to’ the middle peasant, differently to the landowner, 
aye pepetently to the petty bourgeois.” **) 
ge mass of middle groups, the petty bourgeoisie 
and pea exist alongside the working class and the 
bourgeoisie in all countries of the contemporary capitalist 
world. As long as capitalism exists, so will social groups 
and classes. Capitalism cannot eliminate them or change 
their nature. The social nature of the petty bourgeoisie and 
the; pees is dual and contradictory: they are working 
people’as-well as proprietors. Hence their vacillation be- 
tween the working class and the bourgeoisie. Left to them- 
selvesthey will not spontaneously arrive at socialism; 
“farmers’ Socialism” is as impossible as shopkeepers’ 
“socialism”. That is why the working class is confronted 
with a Complex task—to rally the non-proletarian workers 
under its banner, to show them the way to struggle for their 
fundamental interests and, making use of their power, 
guidance of the state, to transform the social nature of these 
classes. The experience of socialist construction shows that 
co-operation’of the small commodity producers is one of the 
most involved tasks for the dictatorship of the proletariat. 
No country in the world can avoid this problem because 
small commodity production exists everywhere to a greater 
or lesser, extent. 
Since the fundamental interests of the workers coincide 
with those’ of other groups of working people, the small 
producers, the working class pursues a policy of alliance 


*) Lenin, Coll. Works, Vol. 28, p. 191, Russ. Ed. 
**) Ibid., p. 193. 


with them, employing methods of persuasion and explana- 
_tion, Its power, its rule 18 fecessary only for cutting short 
the private property aspirations of these social groups, 
while the dictatorship itself acts here as a force ensuring 
guidance of the working people in organizing socialist 
forms of production. 

c) The need for the dictatorship of the proletariat also 
stems from a circumstance organically bound up with the 
first two, the existence of the class struggle in society. 
It is because classes of a different social nature—the bour- 
geoisie, petty bourgeoisie, peasants and the working class— 
exist, that each one of them, pursuing its own ends, comes 
into contradictions with the other social groups. The strug- 
gle of the exploited against the exploiters is the axis, the 
junction of these contradictions in the epoch of the transi- 
tion from capitalism to socialism. Only the dictatorship 
of the proletariat can direct this class struggle towards 
socialism, towards a classless society. 

The dictatorship of the proletariat is by no means a con- 
sequence of an “accidental” set of circumstances, a result 
of “successful activity” by communist “conspirators”, as 
bourgeois ideologists assert; it is a natural, law-governed 
product of the class struggle between the exploiters and the 
exploited and at the same time an instrument of this struggle. 

Suffice it to recall the numerous acts of sabotage and the 
uprisings linked up with armed intervention which filled 
the first years of the Soviet state and also the artned sallies 
of the reactionary underground in the People’s Democracies, 
the 1956 armed counter-revolution in Hungary to realize 
that as long as remnants of the defeated exploiting classes 
are preserved in a society engaged in building socialism, 
as long as a class struggle is waged for building socialism, 
the dictatorship of the proletariat remains the principal 
instrument, the chief means of this struggle. 

To lead society along the socialist road in the interests 
of all the people the working class must convert its will 
into the dominating will, its interests into. the general 
interests. This is the essence of the dictatorship of the pro- 
letariat, a system of political rule by the working class, 
born of the socialist revolution and designed to abolish 
the exploitation of man by man and build socialist society. 

Where class antagonisms and class struggle exist, the 
working class can fulfil its epoch-making mission only by 
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establishing its dictatorship. There is no other way to 
socialism, the first phase of communism. This situation 
lays its imprint on the form in which the working class 
fulfils its mission. Its main function, that of creating the 
new society, is performed within the bounds of its rule: 
whereas the prolonged domination of the working class 
is unfeasible without the creation of a new, higher mode 
of production, socialism itself can be built only as a result 
of the revolutionary break-up of the mainstays of exploita- 
tion and suppressing the resistance of the exploiters. 

A necessary condition for the building of socialism, the 
dictatorship of the proletariat inevitably has its own charac- 
teristic features in each country, determined by historical 
conditions and the diverse forms of popular organization. 

Speaking of the diverse forms of organizing the people, 
we proceed from the premise that the types of popular organ- 
ization, the organs of power the people create and the 
institutes they utilize cannot be one and the same in differ- 
ent countries and in different conditions. They will also 
depend on the specific external and internal conditions of 
the development of the socialist revolution, on the relation- 
ship of the class forces in the given country, the forms and 
ways of the revolutionary struggle. In some cases these 
will be armed detachments, militant groups, councils led 
by one party. In other cases they will be trade unions, 
commissions and committees directed by political alliances 
of many parties, etc. 

The political organization of society, within which pro- 
letarian power is established, most strikingly indicates the 
main distinctions in the development of the revolution, the 
main forms of struggle and particularly the forms of popu- 
lar organization. 

History has splendidly corroborated this proposition 
by producing the Paris Commune in France, the Soviets in 
Russia and the People’s Democracy in a number of Euro- 
pean and Asian countries as different state forms of dicta- 
torship of the proletariat. 

What are the main distinctions between People’s Democ- 
racy as a new state form of the dictatorship of the prole- 
tariat and the Soviet form? 

One of the distinctive features of People’s Democracy 
as a form of dictatorship is that it often preserves universal 
and equal suffrage for all citizens, including the bourgeoisie. 
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It will be recalled that one of the specific features of the 
Soviet power after the revolution was that it deprived all 
exploiters of the franchise. In the first years of Soviet power 
Lenin stressed that “the question of depriving the exploiters 
of the franchise is purely a Russian question, and not a 
question of the dictatorship of the proletariat in general”. *) 

Explaining the conditions making for this distinction in 
the Soviet form of the dictatorship, Lenin noted that in 
Russia the bourgeoisie, even when the Mensheviks prevailed 
in the Soviets, had separated themselves from the Soviets, 
boycotted them, opposed them, and waged an open struggle 
against them. All this prepared the ground for formally 
expelling the bourgeoisie from the Soviets and depriving 
it of the franchise in electing the organs of the Soviet 
power. Lenin stressed that the question of restricting the 
franchise must be approached by studying the specific 
conditions of the Russian revolution and its development. 
He warned that “it would be a mistake, however, to guaran- 
tee in advance that the impending proletarian revolutions 
in Europe will all, or the majority of them, be necessarily 
accompanied by restriction of the franchise for the bour- 
geoisie”. **) 

Indeed, in the People’s Democracies, where the social- 
ist revolution developed in its own specific, peaceful way, 
growing out of the democratic revolutions in which the 
bourgeoisie took part and where political forms unboycotted 
by the bourgeoisie were utilized, the exploiters, as a rule, 
were not deprived of the franchise under the dictatorship 
of the proletariat either. This naturally confronted the work- 
ing class and its party with new tasks in preventing the 
bourgeoisie from utilizing the democratic electoral system 
for their own selfish ends. All this imparted a different 
slant on election campaigns in the People’s Democracies 
as compared with the USSR. 

Another distinctive feature of People’s Democracy as 
a form of the dictatorship of the proletariat is the existence 
of several parties with one, the Communist Party, playing 
the leading role. 

In the Soviet Union the Menshevik and Socialist Revo- 
lutionary Parties, as the other bourgeois parties, discredited 
themselves before the people, because they had pursued an 


*) Lenin, Sel. Works, Vol. 11, p. 379. 
**) Ibid. 
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openly counter-revolutionary policy and, at the demand of 
the people, were disbanded and banned. As a result, a 
one-party system arose in the Soviet state, leaving the 
Communist Party in command. 

Counter-revolutionary, fascist parties, were disbanded 
and proscribed in the People’s Democracies after the 
Second World War. A number of parties, after undergoing 
an essential evolution and ousting the reactionaries, re- 
mained under the dictatorship of the proletariat as well. Since 
a number of parties enjoyed the confidence of part of the 
working people and since the bourgeoisie preserved their 
franchise, the Communists in these countries, while uniting 
the workers’ parties, also creatively tackled other problems 
confronting them in this sphere. In cases where the working 
people prevailed in the membership of one or another party, 
the Communists facilitated the advent of left elements to 
the leadership of these organizations, of men ready to 
accept, and work for a programme of socialist changes. 
If the composition of a party was more heterogeneous, the 
Communists, through extensive explanatory work, sought 
to have these organizations headed by progressive people 
liable to co-operate in socialist construction and keep the 
activity of their members within lawful bounds. With the 
existence of a number of parties, the leading position here 
too, under the dictatorship of the proletariat, is held by one 
party, the Communist Party, whose leadership is recog- 
nized by all other organizations. 

An important distinction of People’s Democracy as a 
state form of the dictatorship of the proletariat is the exist- 
ence of a National Front (Patriotic Front), etc. 

While in the USSR the Soviets represent the direct organ- 
ization of the working people themselves, in the People’s 
Democracies of Europe and Asia elected organs of People’s 
Democracy are created with the co-operation of the National 
Front which arose at the democratic stage of the revolution 
and unites at the socialist stage all the political parties 
and the numerous mass organizations (trade unions, wo- 
men’s, youth and sports organizations, etc.). The existence 
of the National Front, which is regenerated at this stage 
and accepts a socialist programme of activity, enables the 
Communist and Workers’ Parties to exercise even more 
successfully their leading role, specified in the Programme 
of the National Front and frequently also recorded in the 
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latter’s Charter. The National Front maps out the tasks 
of all the parties, nominates common candidates for the 
government organs, organizes the people and directs their 
work along socialist lines. 

Lastly, mention should also be made of an important 
feature of the people’s democratic form of dictatorship, the 
use by it of some of the existing old forms of political 
organization. 

While the Soviet power constitutes the unification and 
formation of the Soviets in one general state organization, 
People’s Democracy as a new state form of dictatorship 
represents a specific combination of all forms of political 
organizations and institutions (for example, parliament), 
inherited from the past, with new forms (local national 
committees, councils, etc.) produced by popular revolution- 
ary activity. Here the new socialist meaning of state 
power has brought into being new forms of political organi- 
zation and, moreover, by virtue of the specific conditions 
of the revolution’s development, has gradually penetrated 
some old forms, changed their functions and nature, and 
subordinated them to the tasks of the socialist construction. 

Although the forms of dictatorship have some distinc- 
tions, the essence of both the Soviet and people’s democratic 
systems is one and the same. “The Soviet regime and the 
people’s democratic regime,” Georgi Dimitrov pointed out, 
“are two forms of one and the same power, the power of 
the working class in alliance with working people of town 
and country. These are two forms of dictatorship of the 
proletariat.” *) 

In whatever country and form the dictatorship of the 
proletariat is established, it acts as a powerful instrument 
in the revolutionary remaking of society. The great trans- 
forming, constructive role of the dictatorship of the prole- 
tariat particularly stands out in the case of the Soviet 
Union. Thanks to it, poverty-ridden Russia has become in 
the lifetime of one generation the country of the first sput- 
niks, spaceships and cosmonauts. 

The great historical role of the dictatorship of the pro- 
letariat as the instrument for the revolutionary remaking 


*) G. M. Dimitrov, Political Report of the Central Committee 
of the Bulgarian Workers’ Party (Communists) to the 5th Congress 
of the Party. Sofia, 1948, p. 130. 
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of society has also been confirmed by the experience of all 
the other socialist countries. It was the establishment of 
proletarian dictatorship that emancipated the titanic force 
of more than 1,000 million people who took the road of 
socialism and formed the world socialist system which 
now exerts a decisive influence on all world development. 
Only with the establishment of its power did the working 
class score grand victories: over the exploiters, over the 
bourgeoisie. Special meaning is acquired today by Lenin’s 
words: “The truth has been revealed everywhere: to defeat 
the capitalists, the organized urban factory workers have 
to become the ruling class during the period of struggle 
against exploitation, as long as it is dark, as long as there 
is no faith yet in the new order.” *) This statement marks 
out the historical bounds for the political rule of the work- 
ing class, indicates that its dictatorship is needed for a 
definite period. 


3. TRANSITION FROM SOCIALISM TO COMMUNISM 
AND THE WITHERING AWAY OF THE DICTATOR- 
SHIP OF THE PROLETARIAT 


For many decades the bourgeois propaganda machine 
has wasted a sea of ink in depicting the dictatorship of the 
proletariat as an all-devouring Moloch demanding countless 
sacrifices for the sake of communism. By identifying 
communism with dictatorship, the defendants of capitalism 
seeked to present the communist social system as some kind 
of “totalitarianism”, “despotic hierarchy”, that is, a society 
where, by its very nature, a dictatorial regime has to prevail 
forever. 

Life has struck a crushing blow at these fabrications. 
The experience of the Soviet Union, which is now develop- 
ing without the dictatorship of the proletariat, shows that 
it is not an end in itself, not an attribute of communism 
but only a means for creating a developed socialist society. 
“The working class is the only class in history that does 
not aim to perpetuate its power,” it is pointed out in the 
Programme of the CPSU. “Having brought about the 
complete and final victory of socialism—the first phase of 


*) Lenin, Coll. Works, Vol. 27, p. 437, Russ. Ed. 
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e€ommunism—and the transition of society to the full-scale 
construction of communism, the dictatorship of the prole- 
tariat has fulfilled its historic mission and has ceased to be 
indispensable from the point of view of the tasks of the 
internal development.” *) 

But the historic mission of the working class in creating 
a classless society does not end with the building of social- 
ism. Socialism is only the first phase of communist society, 
it is a society without antagonistic classes. The task of the 
working class, however, is to lead society to the second, 
higher phase of communism, to the complete abolition of 
all class distinctions. That is why, after the complete vic- 
tory of socialism, society enters the period of the full-scale 
building of communism; at this stage, too, the working 
class continues to exercise its leading function. Since the 
working class is the most advanced, organized force in 
Soviet society, it performs its leading role in the period of 
full-scale communist construction as well. The working 
class will complete its function as society’s leader with 
the building of communism. At that time classes will disap- 
pear. 

During the transition from socialism to communism the 
efforts of the working class are aimed at building, in firm 
alliance with the collective-farm peasants and in close 
co-operation with the Soviet intellectuals, the material and 
technical basis of-communism, ensuring the development of 
socialist relations into communist and abolishing class 
distinctions. These magnificent tasks, which comprise the 
second important part of the historic mission of the working 
class, are accomplished without antagonistic classes, without 
a class struggle, when entire society is united morally and 
politically. Communism, as distinct from socialism, which 
arises as a result of the revolutionary transformation of 
capitalism, grows up on its own basis as socialism develops. 

This new situation, marked by the unity and cohesion 
of all social groups, does not require of the working class 
a political organization of society which would enable it to 
suppress the class forces hostile to socialism because there 
are no such forces. The working class, in exercising its 
will, does not have to employ coercion over other social 
groups because they all pursue the same aims, strive for 


*) The Road to Communism, p. 547. 
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the realization of communist ideals. In this situation, the 
working class leadership inevitably loses its dominating, 
dictatorial nature. The direct guiding function of the work- 
ing class is increasingly directed to its leading role in 
developing the principal branches of socialist production, in 
elaborating communist forms of labour, assisting the people 
engaged in agriculture, developing socialist emulation, 
actively participating in various forms of public self- 
government, in spreading communist principles, etc. 

What are the changes in Soviet society which made the 
dictatorship of the proletariat within the USSR unneces- 
sary? 

a Present-day socialist society in the Soviet Union is 
a society in which the exploitation of man by man and the 
exploiting classes have been abolished. The USSR has no 
landlords, capitalists, kulaks or merchants. For the first 
time in the history of civilization a socialist system has been 
created in which the happiness of some is not founded on 
the misfortune of others, in which there is no domination 
and subordination, no parasitic classes and social groups 
living off someone else’s labour. 

The complete abolition of exploiting classes has brought 
a prime change in the organization of social life. In view 
of the abolition of the exploiting classes the function of 
suppressing their resistance has withered away. And, as 
Lenin put it, this is a “necessary earmark”, an “obligatory 
condition of dictatorship”. From the fact that the dictator- 
ship of the proletariat as a means of suppressing the exploi- 
ters within the country has exhausted itself, the Communist 
Party has drawn a number of practical conclusions: the 
numerical strength of state security agencies has been grad- 
ually reduced and their activities are now concentrated on 
combating foreign spies and saboteurs. 

This, naturally, does not mean that socialist society has 
no speculators, thieves and idlers who try to live at the 
expense of others. To cut short their activities and to re- 
educate criminals is a task of the state and all of society. 
But this is no longer a task for the dictatorship of the pro- 
letariat because dictatorship is a class concept and its 
function of suppression relates to suppressing a class. 

b) Not only have exploiting classes been abolished in 
the Soviet Union but there also are no classes with a 
fundamentally different social nature. With the abolition of 
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private property and the building of socialism, not only 
the proletariat turned into the working class, the organizer 
of socialist production, but the peasants who in the past 
had a petty-bourgeois nature radically changed, became 
collective-farm, socialist peasants. The two classes are now 
socialist in nature. Community of the two forms of socialist 
property drew the working class and the collective-farm 
peasants closer together, consolidated their alliance and 
made their friendship unbreakable. 

c) A major result of the complete victory of socialism 
in the USSR is that with the settlement of the question “who 
will defeat whom” the class struggle within Soviet society 
came to an end. Socialist society is a society without 
a class struggle. This is understandable. The class struggle 
flares up not simply because classes exist, but when these 
classes have contradictory aspirations and mutually exclu- 
sive interests. Such a struggle is also waged under the 
dictatorship of the proletariat but that is the final stage, 
the last historical form of the class struggle. 

The antagonism between the working class and the 
bourgeoisie has disappeared with the abolition of the 
capitalists. The contradiction between the working class and 
the bourgeois tendencies of the peasants has vanished with 
the transformation of the peasants into a socialist class. 
As a result, the class struggle in the USSR subsided and 
disappeared. Since, in the Soviet Union there still exist 
two friendly classes, the workers and the peasants, and also 
the intellectuals, state decisions remain political, but their 
adoption and implementation is not and cannot become the 
object of the class struggle. With the building of socialism 
in the USSR, the dictatorship of the proletariat as continua- 
tion of the class struggle of the proletariat in new forms 
has ceased to exist in the Soviet Union. 

These are the most important changes which show that 
the tasks of the dictatorship of the proletariat have been 
exhausted in the Soviet Union. It ceases to be a necessity 
once socialism is completely victorious, once the danger 
of restoring capitalist relations by internal forces is elimi- 
nated. Lenin, calling the class struggle a class war, wrote: 
“Disappearance of the danger .(of restoring capitalism — 
A. B.) would signify the end of the war and discontinuation 
of the dictatorship of the proletariat...”*) The Soviet 

*) Lenin, Coll. Works, Vol. 33, p. 75, Russ. Ed. 
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Union has reached this level. Socialism has triumphed once 
and for all and the danger of restoring capitalism has dis- 
appeared. It is on the generalization of these achievements 
that the Programme of the CPSU bases the conclusion that 
in the USSR the dictatorship of the proletariat has fulfilled 
its historic mission and, from the point of view of the tasks 
of internal development, has ceased to be indispensable. 

At this point, two questions naturally arise: a) At what 
exact time did the dictatorship of the working class end 
in the USSR? b) What changes take place in the state as 
such when it is converted into a state of the entire people? 

a) Discontinuation of the dictatorship of the proletariat 
must not be understood metaphysically as though it stops 
its activity suddenly, as of today or tomorrow. This is a 
lengthy, gradual process. Moreover, the process of ending 
the proletarian dictatorship has its objective and subjective 
sides: the objective side is connected with the real changes 
taking place within a society building socialism; the subjec- 
tive side is bound up with the realization by the ruling 
class of the changes under way and a _ corresponding 
reorganization of its activity. The objective side is the 
decisive one: It is the fulfilment of the historic tasks of the 
dictatorship of the proletariat in building socialism that 
is big main cause of the withering away of the dictatorship 
itself. 

Objectively, with the -revolutionary transformation of 
capitalism into developed socialist society, the state of the 
proletarian dictatorship gradually paved the way for its. 
conversion into a state of the entire people. Being an instru- 
ment for the revolutionary remaking of society, an instru- 
ment of socialist construction, the proletarian dictatorship 
steadily made radical inroads in the mainstays of social 
life: the economic and class structure of society was 
changed, the abolition of some socio-economic forms and the 
development of others was ensured; some social groups 
disappeared and others changed. The dictatorship of the 
proletariat facilitated the development of the country’s pro- 
ductive forces and thereby ensured a gradual transforma- 
tion in all social relations. All these objective changes 
inevitably laid their imprint on the course and nature of the 
class struggle at different stages of the transition period. 

What are the trends of the class struggle in the tran- 
sition period? 
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It would be wrong to think that as society advances 
to socialism the class struggle grows sharper, intensifying 
the punitive functions of the socialist state as the organ of 
the proletarian dictatorship. On the contrary, socialist 
successes step by step are cutting the ground from under 
the exploiting elements. Therefore, their social strength is 
steadily waning. 

But this does not at all mean that under a certain set 
of circumstances these elements could not increase their 
influence and sharply aggravate the class struggle. The de- 
velopment of Soviet society shows that the bourgeoisie, 
even after their most active groups were defeated in the 
Civil War, continued to hinder the building of socialism, 
throughout the entire transition period, hoping to succeed 
in restoring capitalism with the help of foreign interven- 
tion. 

The development of socialism in each People’s Democ- 
racy is proceeding in a somewhat different way: today 
a powerful socialist community exists which immeasurably 
strengthens the positions of the ruling working class and 
dooms to failure all attempts by exploting elements to 
restore the capitalist order. But even in these conditions, 
as shown by the 1956 events in Hungary, the bourgeoisie 
may venture to step up the class struggle, up to an armed 
rebellion. 

Since the general trend of the class struggle in the 
transition period leads to a weakening of resistance offered 
by the remnants of the exploiting classes, draws ever closer 
together the working class and the peasants who have taken 
the socialist road, objectively, as society advances to ' 
socialism, the need for the proletarian dictatorship increas- 
ingly falls away. This is how the objective situation was 
shaping in the Soviet Union at the end of the 1930’s and 
early in the 1940’s. By that time socialist relations had 
completely triumphed practically all over the USSR (except 
the Western regions of the Ukraine and Byelorussia and 
the Baltic Republics which later rejoined the Soviet Union). 

But the personality cult had an effect on the subjective 
side of ending the proletarian dictatorship in the USSR. 
Stalin was wrong in maintaining that the class struggle 
grew sharper with the country’s advance to socialism. As 
a consequence, the activity of the punitive organs of the 
proletarian dictatorship was extended, and not reduced. 
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In a situation when, objectively, the grounds for such 
activity within the country allowed their curtailment, this 
led to unjustified repressions. 

The war disturbed the course of interna] development 
- in the Soviet Union. It naturally put off solution of all 
questions pertaining to the gradual discontinuation of the 
proletarian dictatorship. Even after the war, however, the 
personality cult and Stalin’s mistakes made themselves 
felt in this sphere and hampered the development of social- 
ist democracy. “Certain restrictions on democracy within 
the Party and the Soviet state, inevitable in conditions 
of a fierce struggle against the class enemy and its 
agents, and later on, in conditions of the war against 
the nazi invaders, Stalin began to rule life within the 
Party and the state,” it was pointed out in the Decision 
of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union on “Eliminating the Personality Cult and 
Its Consequences”. All this has influenced the natural 
historical process of converting the state of the dictator- 
ship of the working class into a state of the entire people, 
hampered a proper understanding of this process. Natu- 
rally, however, all this could not halt the advance of the 
Soviet Union towards communism. After the Party had 
resolutely condemned the personality cult, its adverse 
consequences were eliminated in this sphere as well. 

b) Conversion of the state of the dictatorship of the 
proletariat into a state of the entire people is not a pas- 
sive reflection of changes which have occured within so- 
ciety. It is also connected with changes in the state struc- 
ture itself, the degree of its ties with the working people, 
change of its tasks, change and development of its func- 
tions, change in the methods of work and the rise of new 
political institutions. Whatever sphere of state activity 
we take—the economy or culture, maintenance of law and 
order or education—radical changes have taken place in 
recent years. The general line is all-round development 
and extension of socialist democracy, ever greater acti- 
vity on the part of all citizens in running the state. 

The absence of the proletarian dictatorship in the 
USSR does not mean that the building of communism 
can proceed without due organization and discipline, 
without the maintenance of appropriate public order. The 
Communist Party, which expresses the interests of entire 
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people, continues to guide social development, utilizing 
the socialist state, which from an organ of the proletarian 
dictatorship has become an organ expressing the inte- 
rests and will of the entire people. 


The Party acts on the principle, as the Programme of . 


the CPSU points out, that the dictatorship of the working 
class ceases to be a necessity before the state withers away. 
As an organization of the entire people, the state will re- 
main up to the complete victory of communism. However, 
the state does not remain immutable: the process of its 
withering away, the conversion of statehood into commun- 
ist self-government continues to develop. The discontinua- 
tion of the dictatorship of the proletariat itself and the 
consequent conversion of the state into an organization of 
the entire people are major landmarks on this road, 

As long as the capitalist world exists, which compels 
the Soviet Union to strengthen its defence potentia! and 
armed forces, and while communist construction demands 
a strict observance of the socialist principle of distribu- 
tion and the checking of anti-social actions, the socialist 
state acts as the people’s principal force in realizing and 
defending communist ideals. Only the complete victory 
of communism in the USSR and the final settlement of 
contradictions between capitalism and communism in the 
world in favour of communism will lead to the complete 
withering away of the state, its development into commu- 
nist public self-government. , 


* * * 


The diverse ways and forms of the transition from ca- 
pitalism to socialism, revealing the specific sides of the 
revolutionary process in individual countries, at the same 
time fully bring out the existence of laws governing this 
revolutionary development common to all countries, laws 
discovered by Marxism-Leninism. That is why each new step 
forward to socialism is another triumph for Marxist-Leninist 
ideas, another victory for the policy of the Communist and 
‘ Workers’ Parties. Creatively developing Marxist-Leninist 
theory, applying its universal truths to the concrete situa- 
tion in their countries, the Communist and Workers’ Parties 
are leading their people along ways which are most suitable 
for them to the one common goal of communist society. 
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